Double-Blind Peer Review Process

With a view to undergoing the review process, the material should be submitted, by
e-mail (redactie.drept@e-uvt.ro), to the journal Annals of the West University of Timisoara
— Law Series. The author is advised to include in the submitted material express mentions
of the research thesis, its purpose and relevance, conclusions and the elements of originality
regarding the theme of the paper.

In addition, the author should provide the board of editors with information regarding
the institution of affiliation for all scientific articles in the last two years of publication and,
if applicable, the specific funding or financial support for the research. At the same time,
the author should indicate contact information, preferably the e-mail address.

Prior to being submitted for the review process, the material will be subjected to a
preliminary analysis regarding fulfillment of the structural and formal writing criteria
recommended by the journal, found on its website. If the editorial criteria of the journal are
not respected, the material will be sent to the author so that, within a reasonable time, it
can be rewritten in accordance with the indicated editorial criteria.

The manuscripts received for publication in the Annals of the West University of
Timisoara — Law Series will be reviewed using the ,, double blind” peer review system, in
compliance with the international standards for the publication of scientific journals. Any
article submitted for publication will be reviewed by two independent reviewers, from a
different institution than the author’s, from a list established by the Editorial Board of the
Annals of the West University of Timisoara — Law Series. If there are no relevant experts in
the research field chosen by the author, the reviewers will be selected from among other
recognized experts in the field.

The identity of the authors will not be revealed to the reviewers, nor will the identity
of the reviewers be revealed to the authors, throughout the review process.

Each reviewer will prepare a report with reference to the reviewed material. The report
will include information on the relevance of the research topic, the adequateness of
language, the argumentation and the logical reasoning and, in particular, on the originality
and contribution of the paper to the field. The report will also highlight the precarious or
unconvincing character of the arguments, the lack of bibliographic references and the
presence of insufficiently substantiated conclusions. If the text does not present elements
of originality, the reviewers will indicate this and will also indicate the works that have
already addressed the respective research topic and the fact that the same conclusions as
the author's have been obtained by the same means. If all other criteria are met, the
material will not be rejected solely on the basis of the fact that the reviewers do not share
the same conclusions as the author.

Texts should be drafted in an objective manner, without harming individuals or
institutions. Papers that contain inflammatory speech, with a strong political character or
that incite to hatred will not be accepted for publication.

The reviewers’ report should highlight the strengths or weaknesses of the manuscript
so as to confirm the decision to publish it or provide the editors with clear instructions for
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improving the material. If the author is notified that the material will be accepted for
publication, subject to making the indicated adjustments, they will have to make these
changes up to the deadline indicated by the editors.

The time required to review the paper may vary, depending on the complexity of the
research topic and the review process, but the aim is that it should not exceed a period of
60 days, calculated from the date the author submitted the material for review. After the
confirmation of the decision to publish the manuscript, the author will be informed that it
will undergo the editing process. During this time, the author may be asked to correct any
typos. At this point no further content modification will be permitted, unless the material is
resubmitted for review.

To ensure the anonymity of reviewers and authors, authors will ensure that submitted
manuscripts are prepared in a manner that does not reveal their identity. In this sense,
when a paper will be sent for publication in the Annals of the West University of Timisoara
— Law Series, please consider: sending the Title page, which contains details about the
authors, and the Anonymized manuscript, without details about the authors, in two
separate files.

Title page information

The title page should include the title, authors’ names and affiliation, and the full
address of the authors, including telephone and e-mail address.

Information about the anonymized manuscript

In addition to the obvious need to remove names and affiliations from the manuscript,
there are other steps that must be taken to ensure that the manuscript is properly prepared
for double blind peer review. In this regard, the key elements to be considered are the
following:

Use the third person to refer to works produced as authors, e.g. replace any phrases
such as ,| have shown before” with ,,... was shown before [Anonymous 2007]”;

Make sure the numbers do not contain any affiliation identifiers;

Do not remove essential self-references or other references, but limit self-references
only to works that are relevant to those reviewing the submitted paper;

Cite published works in the text as follows: ,,[Anonymous 2007]";

For anonymization in the reference list use: ,,[Anonymous 2007]” Details omitted for
,double blind” peer review;

Remove references to funding sources;

Do not include thanks;

Remove any identifying information, including author names, from file names and
ensure that document properties are also anonymized.

The publication of the article may be refused, according to the proposal made by the
reviewers, considering the unsatisfactory level of the scientific content and non-compliance
with academic ethics, according to the standards unanimously recognized in the field of
legal research. In case of violation of the copyright law in any way/in case of plagiarism, the
full responsibility rests with the author of the article and the manuscript will be rejected,
respectively the published article will be withdrawn.



Procedura Double-Blind Peer Review

in vederea realizdrii procedurii de recenzare, materialul va fi trimis, prin e-mail
(redactie.drept@e-uvt.ro), catre revista Analele Universitatii de Vest din Timisoara — Seria
Drept.

Autorul este sfdtuit sa cuprinda in materialul trimis mentiuni exprese privind teza
cercetarii, scopul si relevanta acesteia, concluziile acesteia si elementele de originalitate cu
privire la tema lucrarii.

Aditional, autorul trebuie sa furnizeze colegiului de redactori informatii referitoare la
institutia de afiliere pentru toate articolele stiintifice din ultimii doi ani de publicare si, daca
este cazul, finantarea specifica sau sprijinul financiar pentru cercetare. Totodata, autorul
trebuie sa indice un mijloc de contact, de preferinta e-mail.

Anterior trimiterii materialului pentru realizarea procesului de recenzare, acesta va fi
supus unei analize prealabile cu privire la indeplinirea criteriilor structurale si formale de
redactare recomandate de revist3, regisite pe pagina de internet a acesteia. In cazul in care
criteriile de redactare ale revistei nu sunt respectate, materialul va fi trimis autorului pentru
ca, Intr-un termen rezonabil, acesta sa fie refacut in conformitate cu criteriile de redactare
indicate.

Manuscrisele primite spre publicare in Analele Universitatii de Vest din Timisoara —
Seria Drept vor fi revizuite folosind sistemul ,double blind” peer review, cu respectarea
standardelor internationale referitoare la publicarea revistelor stiintifice. Orice articol trimis
spre publicare va fi revizuit de catre doi recenzori independenti, de la o institutie diferita
decat cea a autorului, de pe o lista stabilita de Consiliul Editorial al Analelor Universitatii de
Vest din Timisoara — Seria Drept. in cazul in care nu exista experti relevanti in domeniul de
cercetare ales de catre autor, recenzorii vor fi alesi din randul altor experti recunoscuti in
domeniul respectiv.

Identitatea autorilor nu va fi dezvaluita recenzorilor, iar nici autorilor nu li se va dezvalui
identitatea recenzorilor, pe tot parcursul procesului de recenzare.

Fiecare recenzor va intocmi un raport cu referire la materialul revizuit. Raportul va
cuprinde informatii cu privire la relevanta subiectului de cercetare, calitatea scrierii, a
argumentarii si a rationamentului logic si, in special, cu privire la elementele de originalitate
si caracterul contributiv al lucrarii. Raportul va evidentia, de asemenea, caracterul precar
sau neconvingator al argumentelor, lipsa referintelor bibliografice si prezenta unor concluzii
insuficient fundamentate. In cazul in care textul nu prezintd elemente de originalitate,
recenzorii vor semnala acest lucru si vor indica, deopotriva, lucrarile care au abordat deja
tema de cercetare respectiva si faptul ca au fost obtinute, prin aceleasi mijloace, aceleasi
concluzii cu cele ale autorului. Tn cazul in care toate celelalte criterii sunt indeplinite,
materialul nu va putea fi respins doar pe baza faptului ca recenzorii nu impartasesc aceleasi
concluzii cu cele ale autorului.

Textele trebuie sa fie redactate intr-o manierd obiectiva, fara a aduce prejudicii
persoanelor sau institutiilor. Lucrari care contin un discurs inflamator, cu un pregnant
caracter politic sau care incita la ura nu vor fi acceptate spre publicare.
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Raportul recenzorilor trebuie sa sublinieze punctele forte sau punctele slabe ale
manuscrisului, astfel Tncat sa confirme decizia de publicare sau sa ofere editorilor
instructiuni clare in sensul imbun&t&tirii materialului. Tn cazul in care autorului i se va
comunica faptul ca materialul va fi primit spre publicare, sub rezerva realizarii ajustarilor
indicate, acesta va trebui sa procedeze la realizarea acestor modificari in termenul indicat
de catre editori.

Durata necesara pentru revizuirea lucrarii poate sa varieze, in functie de complexitatea
temei de cercetare si a procesului de recenzare, dar obiectivul este ca aceasta sa nu
depaseasca un termen de 60 de zile, calculat de la momentul de la care autorul a trimis
materialul spre revizuire.

Ulterior confirmarii deciziei de publicare a manuscriptului, autorul va fi informat ca
acesta va fi supus procesului de editare. Tn acest timp, autorului i se poate solicita s3
corecteze eventualele greseli de dactilografiere. La acest moment nu va mai fi permisa o
modificare a continutului, cu exceptia cazuluiin care materialul este retrimis spre recenzare.

Pentru a asigura anonimatul recenzorilor si al autorilor, autorii se vor asigura ca
manuscrisele transmise sunt pregatite intr-un mod care nu le dezvaluie identitatea. Tn acest
sens, atunci cand va fi trimisd o lucrare spre publicare in Analele Universitatii de Vest din
Timisoara — Seria Drept, va rugam sd aveti in vedere: trimiterea Paginii de titlu, care contine
detaliile autorilor, si a Manuscrisului anonimizat, fara detalii despre autori, in doua fisiere
separate.

Informatii referitoare la Pagina de titlu
Pagina de titlu va trebui sa includa titlul, numele autorilor si afilierea, precum si adresa
completa a autorilor, inclusiv adresa de telefon si de e-mail.

Informatii referitoare la Manuscrisul anonimizat

Pe langa necesitatea evidenta de a elimina numele si afilierile din manuscris, exista si
alti pasi care trebuie urmati pentru a asigura ca manuscrisul este pregatit corect pentru
evaluarea folosind sistemul ,,double blind” peer review. In acest sens, elementele-cheie care
trebuie avute in vedere sunt urmatoarele:

Utilizati persoana a treia pentru a va referi la lucrarile elaborate in calitate de autori,
e. g. inlocuiti orice expresii precum ,am aratat inainte” cu ,,... a fost aratat inainte de
[Anonymous 2007]";

Asigurati-va ca cifrele nu contin niciun identificator legat de afiliere;

Nu eliminati auto-referintele esentiale sau alte referinte, ci limitati auto-referintele
doar la lucrarile care sunt relevante pentru cei care revizuiesc lucrarea trimisa;

Citati lucrarile publicate in text dupa cum urmeaza: ,,[Anonymous 2007]";

Pentru anonimizare in lista de referinte utilizati: ,,[Anonymous 2007] Detalii omise
pentru ,, double blind” peer review;

Eliminati referintele la sursele de finantare;

Nu includeti multumiri;



Analele Universitatii de Vest din Timisoara O  Seria Drept | 205

Eliminati orice informatii de identificare, inclusiv numele autorilor, din numele fisierelor
si asigurati-va ca si proprietatile documentului sunt anonimizate.

Se poate refuza publicarea articolului, conform propunerii facute de recenzori, avand
in vedere nivelul nesatisfacdtor al continutului stiintific si nerespectarea deontologiei
academice, conform standardelor unanim recunoscute in domeniul cercetérii juridice. In caz
de fincalcare in orice mod a legislatiei dreptului de autor/in caz de plagiat, intreaga
responsabilitate revine autorului articolului si manuscrisul va fi respins, respectiv articolul
publicat va fi retras.



